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b ) Johnson,

i ByROBERT WALTERS columnists Drew Pearson and|was the principal speaker at

P Star Staff Writer Jack Anderson. - both events. Pearson and An-
" Sen. Tho J. Dodd, D The columnists earlier this{derson have charged that Dodd

n. Thomas od b -month sought to subpoena siphoned off money raised for
Conn.,ll&.xas challenged a SUbPOe-|y,,,gands | of documents from political purposes for his per-
fna.ca ling on him {»ot.pr u%g Dodd’s files, but the- senabor's|| sonal use. ;

o rqspondenoe Je’a g  Yijawyers have served notice that The hearing yesterday before
President Johnson 5 zglgpearance they will contest the request for foderal Judge Alexander Holt-| .
at two_ﬁiund-malsmg tn;lers“tgn jnformation din 28 of the - 49| zoff came after the opposing|
grounds the request 13 0| oategories of documents. atborneys were umable to agree
jbroad and vague” . |0 : B sehedule for the baking of
* Dodd’s position was explained ~ Main Objections depositions—s Wor D pre:

“in a motion filed in U._S.‘.Dlsmct ‘Among the Pearson- Anderson statements designed to facilitate
Coutt yesterday ' @s ~ ODPOSinglrequests’ which Dodd's lawyers|| the courtroom proceedings.
© attomeys continued their ore-lg,q they were unwilling to Holizoff ruled that the deposi-
. trial maneuvering in & 5| meet were: tion sessions would begin on
m 1. Federal income tax retums, May 26, with the examination of

el which  the senator’s lawyers Mrs. Rose Marie Lampkin, a

ziapgued “are considered condi- || former Dodd employe. :

dential” and not subject  to More Statements Coming

: .. |subpoena.
2. A list of 1964 campaign The judge said the senator’s

receipts  and expenditures, || attorneys would have the oppor-
rejected. because the rcquest|/bunity to take depositions from
was ‘“‘vague and burdensome.” . {|two other persons before thel’
3. A similar request for 1956} columnists’ lawyers could bake
campaign receipts and expendi-lla deposition from Dodd, the
tures. The lawyers sai the||only individual from whom they
request suffered from a “lack of ||seek a pre-trial statement.
specificity.” John F. .Sonncht, Dodd’s
"4, Receipts for expenses and||principal .. atorney, | said he
other documents relating to the ||would take depositions from
wedding of Dodd’s daughter, || Pearson and Anderson after|
‘. ldescribed as a upidicullous, || examining Mrs. Lampkin.
.. loffensive and irrelovant” re-|| Holtzoff . also rejected an
-« tquest. ' effort by Dodd’s lawyers to
: 5. Correspondence  between have the deposition transcripts
. |Dodd and Dr. Fred Schwarz, sealed by the court until the
lleader of the Christian Anti-|itrial begins. L :
- |Commumnist League; rejected onji The judge culed that the
Jthe grounds that . the request [itranscripts -would be available
{was “phammy,;imlevant:' RNR ¢
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